subject and the State which rules him the position is still more
emphatic. It is not for the subject to deal with the State on equal
terms, still less to approach it with an open threat."
At the outset let me make one correction. The resolution
did not "declare" mass rebellion. It merely sanctioned the
"starting of a mass struggle on non-violent lines on the widest
possible scale so that the country might utilize all the non-
violent strength it has gathered during the last twenty-two
-years of peaceful struggle." I was to "guide the nation in the
steps to be taken." The paragraph sanctioning the mass struggle
also "appeals to Britain and the United Nations in the interest
of freedom."
The essence of negotiation should undoubtedly be that the
parties are uncommitted and that neither "exerts the pressure
of force on the other." In the case under consideration the actual
position is that one party has overwhelming force at its disposal
and the other has none. About non-committal too the Congress
has no commitments except the immediate attainment of free-
dom. Subject to that there is the widest latitude for negotiation.
Your proposition about the subject and the State is I know
a reply to the cry of "Quit India". Only the cry is intrinsically
just and the subject and the State formula is too antediluvian
to have any real meaning. It is because the Congress has felt
the subjection of India as an insufferable reproach that it has
risen against it. A well ordered State is subject to the people.
It does not descend upon the people from above but the people
make and unmake it.
The resolution of 8th August did not contain any threat
open or veiled. 'It prescribed the limitations under which the
negotiations could be carried on and its sanction was free of all
"force", i.e., violence. It consisted of self-suffering. Instead of
appreciating the fact that the Congress laid all its cards on the
table, you have given a sinister meaning to the whole move-
ment by drawing unwarranted inferences. In so far as there
was any violence after the 8th of August last on the part of
any Congressman, it was wholly unauthorized as is quite clear
from the resolution itself. The Government in their wisdom
left me no time whatsoever for issuing instructions. The All
India Congress Committee finished after midnight on the
8th August. Well before sunrise on the 9th I was carried away
by the Police Commissioner without being told what crime I
had committed. And so were the members of the Working Com-
mittee and the principal Congressmen who happened to be in
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